JAN 8 0 2005

Chris Leeper
e T P - A L B OM

2839 2B Rd., Bremen, IN 46506

RECEIVED & INSPECTED

November 2, 2005 9:57 AM

Senator Richard Lugar

U.S. Senate

306 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Lugar:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shoultd not be
penalized for doing so. e

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which'l ami a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

i will continue to monitor developments cn the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns t¢ the FCC on my behalf, ietting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Siacerely,

Chris Leeper -
e .

cC:

The Federal Communications Commission
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Joanne Dickson CC . MAl BQOM‘_@

3620 W, 125 th st., , Carbondale, KS 66414

Novemnber 2, 2005 10:35 AM

Senator Sam Brownback

U.S. Senate

303 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Brownback:

| have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your caonstituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so. '

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent

meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. [ request you pass along my concerns £o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Joanne Dickson

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission



Synona Culbertson
306 N. Elm St. , Creston, |A 50801

November 2, 2005 9:13 AM

Representative Steve King

U.S. House of Representatives

1432 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative King:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses alt across America.

The Keep USF Fair. Coalition, of which-1 am-a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the'reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | lock forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Synona Culbertson

cC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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FCC - MAILROOM ;
Muz Cﬂne —

719 W. Manlius St #1 | E. Syracuse, NY 13057-2156

November 2, 2005 10:15 PM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.S. Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) pesition ta change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis, People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation,

T will continue Yo monitor developments on the issue and continue o spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mary Coyne

ec:
FCC General Email Box
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Keith Laube
601 N Newnan St #1409, Jacksonville, FL 32202-6005

November 2, 2005 8:49 AM

Senator Mel Martinez

United States Senate

317 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Martinez:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF)} collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peopte who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, tike students, prepaid wiretess users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, -of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. if
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your cpntinued work and | look forward to hearing about-your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Keith.Laupe

cc:

The Federal Communications Commission
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Kathleen Budzynski _ FCC - MAILROO |
50 Lepeirs Drive , Tonawanda,, NY 14150

November 2, 2005 9:59 PM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.S. Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Woashington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses ali across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I

request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward te hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Kathleen Budzynski

ce:
FCC General Email Box
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Sue Pergande | EC ;
\\_%W i

M
10797 Ellswerth Rd. , Tomah, WI 54660

November 2, 2005 9:28 PM

Senator Russell Feingold

U.5. Senate

506 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Feingold:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position fo change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone whao uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for deing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Codlition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information, While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees 1o their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes fo a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word fo my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I ook forward to hearing about your position on this matter,
Sincerely,

Sue Pergande

cc
FCC General Email Box
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FCC - MAL_ROOM

Ron Bousho

e
4021 Riverview Dr 5 , Hesperia, MI 49421
November 2, 2005 9:38 PM

Senator Debbie Stabenow

U.S. Senate

133 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Stabenow:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC} position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with menthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer T would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans 1o change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community, I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about yeur position on this matter,
Sincerely,

Ron Bousheo

cc
FCC General Email Box
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Leslie R. Glenn FCC - MAILROOM

516 16th 5t., Tell City, IN 47586

November 2, 2005 10:16 PM

Representative Mike Sodrel

U.S. House of Representatives

1508 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Sodrel:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance o
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for daing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses ali across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Leslie R. &lenn

ce
FCC General Email Box
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FCC-MAILROOM |

Kay Case
504 Great Northern Rd. , Northwood, ND 58267

November 2, 2005 9:52 AM

Representative Earl Pomeroy

U.S. House of Representatives
1501 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Pomeroy:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumners, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am awarz= that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees ta
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more, And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system scon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. -{ request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely, ..

Kay Case

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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LFCC - MAILROOM

cheryl george

1114 north 7+h street , dardanelle, AR 72834

November 2, 2005 10:26 PM

Senator Blanche Lincoln

U.5. Senate

355 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Lincoln:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) pesition to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peopie who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While T am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As o consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments an the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. T
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

cheryl george

cct
FCC General Email Box
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phillip ritchie
N .
519 brook forest dr. , belmont, NC 28012-9650

November 2, 2005 9:56 AM

Senator Richard Burr

U.S. Senate

217 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Burr:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee, Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbars, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shoutd not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As:a consumer | would like ensure |'am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect these in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing a’out your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

phillip ritchie

ccC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Rick larfida
503 75th Street , Niagara Falls, NY 14304 '

November 2, 2005 9:30 AM

Senator Charles Schumer

U.S. Senate

313 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents whao use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthty increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | took forward to hearing about. your. pdsitfon on this matter.
Sincerely, - Lo
Rick lorfida - -

cC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Carolyn Miller —
6670 Marie Street , North Richland Hills, TX 76180-6115 :

November 1, 2005 1:23 PM

Senator Kay Hutchison

U.S. Senate

284 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Hutchison:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me,
my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and
unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which ! am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that
they do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service
will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to
change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to moenitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Miller

cel .
The Federal Communications Commission
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John Krizov ECo MR'QQM }

N
1030 East Ave S Space 152, Palmdale, CA 93550

November 2, 2005 9:54 AM

Senator Dianne Feinstein

U.S. Senate

331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Feinstein:

{ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ {(FCC} position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a manthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthtly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a. member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a .consumer | would like ensure i am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your conistituency.,

Thank you for your continued work and ) look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

John Krizov -

e
The Federal Commiunications Commission
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November 1, 2005 5:09 PM

Senator Arlen Specter

U.S. Senate

711 Hert Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Specter:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Caalition, of which T am o member, keeps me informed obout the USF issuz with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like enstre’T am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC of ficials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community, I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on'my behalf, letting them krow hnw a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

DAVID STOVER

cc:
The Federal Communicatioris Commission
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Ardeth Gentz FGG e !

635 Lafayette 28 , Lewisville, AR 71845

November 2, 2005 9:31 AM

Representative Mike Ross

U.S. House of Representatives
314 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Ross:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constltuents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so. :

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which . am a member, kegps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does.not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, .the reclity is that they do. . As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. if
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue.and continue to spread the word to my
community. | requestyou pass:atongsiy conterhs to the FCC'on my behalf, lettmg them know how a
flat fee tax could disproﬁomonately atfect those in your conStltuency

e N
l'uEiLl T, L

Thank yo“u for your continued Work and HOOk forward to heanng about yaur posmon on-this matter.
Slnterely, _

Ardeth Gentry -

cc:
The Federal Caommunications Commission



L e oo et e e A+ A et e e ¢ s L

FECENED & INSPECTED |

]
1.
4

JAN § 0 7006

i ROOM

Alastair Hargreaves
RR1 Box 70 , Walthill, NE 68067

November 2, 2005 8:53 AM

Representative Jeff Fortenberry

U. S. House of Representatives

1517 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Fortenberry:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalicion; of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require conpanies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality ic that tney do. As 2 consurner i would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost-more.” And according to the Coalition's recent

meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. ! request you pass'aléng my tonceras to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you Tor vour conﬂjnuec_l work-and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerety,

Alastair Hargreaves

CC:
The Federal Comm:unications Commission
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Chester White
CC129 201 Brooksby Vill. D.R., Peabody, MA 01960

November 2, 2005 8:46 AM

Senator Edward Kennedy

U.S. Senate

315 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Kennedy:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissicns' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthty flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so. :

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to law-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition,. of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that ferderal law does not require companiss to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, tha reality.is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure i-am charged fairly.” If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed. my servica will-cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legistation.

| will continue to monitor develapments e the issue and continue to spread the ward to my
community. ! request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work ard | lock “orward to hearirnig about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Chester White

cc
The Federal Communications Commission
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Bernard Schemitsch
1371 Hidden Cyn. , Prescott, AZ 86305-5159

November 2, 2005 9:12 AM

Senator John McCain

U.S. Senate

241 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator McCain:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimentat effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure { am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | tock forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Bernard Schemitsch

CCe
The Federal Communications Commission
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Margaret Taylor
49 Spears Ridge Rd. , Hestand, KY 42151

November 2, 2005 9:26 AM

Senator Jim Bunning

U.S. Senate

316 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, BC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Bunning:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely shoutd not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. in addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthty newsletters and up to date information on their website, including tinks to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation,

| will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Margaret Taylor

CcC:
The Federal Communications Commission



John Mason

1 Barnes Court , Cuba, NY 14727

November 2, 2005 9:02 AM

Senator Charles Schumer

U.S. Senate

313 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, BC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Schumer:

1 have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, wilt be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. |f the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a mermber, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including tinks to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would tike ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass-along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

John Mason

cC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Mary C. Foster
33542 Wolf Hill Road , McArthur, OH 45651-8528

November 2, 2005 9:02 AM

Senator George Voinovich

U.S. Senate

524 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Voinovich:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund {(USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. [f the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordabte monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legisiation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass atong my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sinceretly,

Mary C. Foster

cC:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Michael Reeves
655 Richardson Rd. , Lafayette, TN 37083

November 2, 2005 9:07 AM

Senator Lamar Alexander

U.S. Senate

302 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Alexander:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ {FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF} collection methad to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
including me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. f the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer ! would like ensure f am charged fairly. if
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. ! request you pass along my concerns te the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Michael Reeves

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Bernadine Ray
AR
902 Gravenstein Avenue South , Sebastopol, CA 95472-4524

November 2, 2005 10:25 AM

Senator Dianne Feinstein

U.S. Senate

331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Feinstein:

| have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change
the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents,
inctuding me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change
proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the
system. If the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand
minutes a month of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero
minutes of long distance a month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be
penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users,
senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to
unaffordable monthly increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume
to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect
on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with
monthly newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.
While | am aware that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to
their customers, the reality is that they do. As a consumer | would like ensure | am charged fairly. If
the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition’s recent
meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without
legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my
community. | request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a
flat fee tax could dispropertionately affect these in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Bernadine Ray

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission



